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REMARKS/DfSCUSSlOM OF ISSUES 

In ihc Final Office Action, Examiner Ahn rejecied claims 14-33 on various 
grounds. The Applicani respondii lo each rejection as subsequently recued herein, and 
respecrfully requests reconsideranon of me present apphcaiion under 37 CFR § 1.116: 

A. Examiner Ahn rejected claims 2 1 -23 under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 2, 112 as 
being indefinite 

The Applicani has amended claims 2 1 and 22 to properly depend from 
independent claim 14. Withdrawal of ihc rejection of claims 21-23 under 35 U.S.C, 
(^112, 1|2 aii being indefinite \^ therefore respectfully requested. 

B Examiner Ahn rejecied claimsl4-l7, 21-28, 32 and 33 under 35 

U S C. §l03Ca) as being unpatentable over U.S. patent No. 6,389.056 
Bl \o Kanteraki:^ ei al m view of U.S. Paient No. 6.400,752 Bl to 
Suzukt ei al. 

The Apphcam nas thoroughly considered Exammer Ahn's remarks 
concerning the patentability of claims 14-17, 21-28. 32 and 33 o\f^T Kanierakis in 
view of Suzuki. The Applicant has -also thoroughly read Kanierakis and Suzuki. To 
warrant this obviousness rejection of clainiii 14-17, 21-2b, 32 and 33, all the claim 
limitations recited in claims 14-17, 2 l-2i4, 32 and 33 must be taught or suggested by 
the combmation Kanierakis and Suzuki Sec, MPEP §2143. The Applicant 
respectfully traverses this obviousness rejection of claims 14-17, 21-28, 32 and 33» 
because the combination of Kanterrukis and Suzuki fails to teach or suggest a 
" sisnalimi sequence " as recited in claims 14, 15, 17, 21-24, and 26-33. 
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Specifically, daring examinaiion. Examiner Ahn must interprei claims 14, 15, 
17, 21-24, and 26-33 as broadly as ihdr terms reasonably allow This means that the 
wordi of claims 14, 15, 17, 21-24, and 26-33 must be given ihejr plain meaning 
unless The Applicant has provided a clear defmnion in the specification. See, MPEP 
§21 1 1 01 

The Applicant respectfully asserts that the Applicant has provided a clear 
definition of the term "signaling sequence" as recited in claims 14, 15, 17, 21-24, and 
26-33 Specifically, the Applicant has clearly defined the term ^*signahng sequence" 
us a pseudo-random square-wave signal. See , U.S. Putt^ni Application Senal No, 
09/763,845 at pai^e 5, Hnes 27-29. The Applicant further distinguished the term 
"5ignal(0^ sequence'* from a random-access burst signal including a preamble. Se^^ 
U.S. Paieni Applicaiion Serial Nu. 09/763,845 at page I, Imes 10- IS. 

By comparison, Kanierakis teaches an access-burst signal that includes a 
preamble See. the abstract of Kanierakis. As such, the access-burst signal of 
Kanierukis does not qualify as a signaling sequence as defined by the Applicant and 
rccned m claims 14, 15, 17, 21-24, and 26-33. Also, a review of Suzuki reveals that 
none of the signals of Suzuki qualifies fcis a signaling sequence defined by the 
Applicant and recjted in claims 14, 1 5, 17, 2 1-24, and 26-33 

Additionally, the assemoo herein by the Applicant of the term *"signalipg 
sequence" is not an attempt by the Applicant to read limitations from the specification 
into claims 14. 15, 17, 21-24, and 26-33, because the recitaiion of the term "signaling 
sequence" in claims 14, 15, 17, 21-24, and 26-33 requires the term ^•signaling 
sequence" to be defined, and such a definition was provided m the specification by 
the Applicant. 

Withdrawal of the rejection of claims 14, 15, 17, 21-24, and 26-33und^r 
§ 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kamt^rakis in view of Suzuki is therefore 
respectfully requested. 
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Claim 16 depends from mdependem claim 14. Therefore, dependent claim 16 
includes all of the elementb and hmiiaiions of mdependem claim 14 It is therefore 
re^pecifuUy submitted by ihe Applicant that dependent claim 16 is allowable over 
Kanterakts m view or Suzuki for at least the same reason as set fonh with respect to 
independent claim 14 being allowable over Kunierakis in view oi Suzuki, Withdrawal 
of the rejection of dependent claim 16 under 35 U S.C. § 1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
over Kanrerakt^i in view Suzuki is therefore respectfully requested. 

Claim 25 depends from independent claim 24. Therefore, dependent claim 25 
includes all of tne elements and linutauons of independent claim 24 It therefore 
respectfully submitted by ihe Applicant that dependent claim 25 is allowable over 
Kanierakis in view of Suzuki for at least the same reason as set forth vvith respect to 
independent claim 24 being allowable over Kanierakis in view oi Suzuki. Withdrawal 
of the rejection of dependent claim 25 under 35 U,S C. § 103(a) as bemg unpatentable 
over Kanierakis in view of Suzuki is therefore respectfully requested- 

C. Examiner Abn rejected claims 1 8-20 and 29-3 1 under 35 U.S.C. 

§ I03ta} aa being unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 6,389,056 Bl to 
Kantt^rakis ei al in vjew of U.S. Patent No. 6,400,752 Bl to Suzuki 
ct al. and U S. Patent No. 6,621,897 Bl lo Jung ei al. 

Claims 18-20 depend from independent claim 14. Therefore, dependent 
claims 18-20 include all of the elements and limitations of independent claim 14. It is 
therefore respectfully submitted by the Applicant thai dependent claims 18-20 are 
allowable over KaniQrakis in view oi Suzuki nxMXJung for at least the same reason as 
set forth with respect to independent claim 14 being allowable oy^t Kanterukis in 
view CifSuzukt. Wiihdrawal of the rejection of dependent clainis 18-20 under 35 
U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kanterakis m view ofSuzuh and^un^ is 
therefore respectfully requested. 
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Claims 29-3 1 depeaa from independent claim 26. Therefore, dependent 
L-Uims 29-31 include all of the elements and limiiaiions of independem claim 26. It is 
Ihcrcfore respectfully submitteti by the Applicant that dependent claims 29-31 are 
allowable over Kantera/Cis m view of Suzuki and Jung for ai least the same reason as 
id forth wuh respect lo independent claim 26 being allowable over Kuntf^raki^ in 
view of Suzuki Withdrawal of the rejection of dependent claims 29-3 1 under 35 
U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable q\^t Kanierukis in view ofSu^uki and^y/igts 
therefore respectfully requested. 
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SUMMARY 

Examiner Ahn's mdefiniie rejection of claims 21-23 has been obviated by ihe 
amendment of claims 2 1 -23 herein. Examiner Ahn's obviousness rejections of claims 
14-33 have been obviated by The remarks herein supponmg an allowance of claims 
14-33 over the ait of record. The Applicant respectfully submits thni claims 14-33 as 
listed herein fully satisfy the requirements of 35 U.S,C 102, 103 and 1 12. In view 
of ihc foregoing, favorable consideration and early passage to issue of the present 
application u respectfully requested. If any pointi* remain m is^ue that may best be 
resolved through a personal or telephonic interview. Examiner Ahn is respectfully 
requested to contact the undersigned at the telephone number liMed below. 



Daied: September 27, 2004 



Respectfully bubmiued, 
Christoph Hermann, et aL 



PHILIPS INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY Jack D. Slobod 

& STANDARDS Registration No. 26,236 

P.O Box 3001 Attorney for Applicants 
Briarchff, New York 10510 

Phone:(914)333-9606 ^ , / 

Fax: (914)332-0615 / /// / 




CARDINAL LAW GROUP 
Suite 2000 



Registration No. 33,983 
Attorney for Applicants 



1603 Omngton Avenue 
Evansion, Illinois 60201 
Phone- (847)905-71 11 
Fax: (847)905-7113 
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